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Response to Amendment 

1 . The response/Amendment filed on 2/6/2006 has been received and made of 
record. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to Claims 1-5, 9-12 and 22-23 have been fully 
considered but are moot in view of new grounds of rejection. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 16-21 are allowed. 

4. Claims 6-8 and 1 3-1 5 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5, 9-12 and 22-23 have been 
considered but are not persuasive. 

Applicant alleges references does not teach requesting related content from 
collaborating sites. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees because Huang discloses a collaborative proxy 
system including requesting related content from collaborating sites (i.e., collaborating 
content server) (see col. 3, lines 38-49 and col. 7, lines 22-42). 

Also, Jamtgaard discloses wherein the server appliance comprises for executing 
a series of transactions with the web server on behalf of the user prior to the user 
accessing a session with the web server (see fig. 4 and col. 7, lines 31-47). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated by 
Jamtgaard et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,430,624. 

As per claim 22, Jamtgaard discloses a system for collaborative exchange of Web 
based content information between and among disparate and unrelated content 
sources, the system comprising: 

at least a web content server (13), disposed at a facility, the facility belonging to a 
particular content provider, the provider providing content through the web server(see 
fig. 4 and col. 6, lines 32-67); 

a server appliance(44), electronically disposed between the web server and a wide area 
communication network, the appliance terminating a HTTP session directed to the web 
server and initiating a HTTP session with the web server as a substitute(see fig. 4 and 
col. 7, lines 31-47); and 

a network client (15), the client operatively responsive to user input commands and 
coupled to communicate over the wide area communication network(see fig. 4 and col. 

7. lines 31-47); and 
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wherein the server appliance comprises for executing a series of transactions with the 
web server on behalf of the user prior to the user accessing a session with the web 
server (see fig. 4 and col. 7, lines 31-47). 

As per claim 23, Jamtgaard discloses the system according to claim 22, further 
comprising a proxy URL providing an entry point to the session from which the user can 
continue the session at a point of completion of execution of series of transactions 
(see col. 7, lines 31-47). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-5, and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jamtgaard et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,430,624 in view of Huang et al., U.S. Patent 
No. 6,438,576[hereinafter Huang]. 

As per claim 1 , Jamtgaard discloses a system for collaborative exchange of Web based 
content information between and among disparate and unrelated content sources, the 
system comprising: 

at least a web content server (13), disposed at a facility, the facility belonging to a 
particular content provider, the provider providing content through the web server (see 
fig. 4 and col. 6, lines 32-67); 
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a server appliance (44), electronically disposed between the web server and a wide 
area communication network, the appliance terminating a HTTP session directed to the 
web server and initiating a HTTP session with the web server as a substitute (see fig. 4 
and col. 7, lines 31-47); and 

a content collaboration engine (40), the engine hosted on the server appliance, the 
content collaboration engine further comprising; 

a content recognition engine, the recognition engine receiving content from the web 
server in response to the HTTP session initiated by the appliance, the recognition 
engine converting received content to DOM, the recognition engine further classifying 
content in accordance with XML recognition rules (see fig. 6 and col. 9, lines 48-63); 
and a content mapping engine(42) , the mapping engine extracting content definition 
fields from classified content and, the requested content having content definition fields 
including values substantially the same as the extracted content definition fields (see 
col. 8, lines 62 to col. 9, line 39 and col. 10, lines 21-47) . 
Jamtgaard is silent regarding: requesting related content from collaborating sites. 
Huang discloses a collaborative proxy system including requesting related content from 
collaborating sites (i.e., collaborating content server) (see col. 3, lines 38-49 and col. 7, 
lines 22-42). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to utilize the content collaboration mechanism as taught 
by Huang in order to facilitate document exchange among collaborating server. 

As per claim 2, Jamtgaard discloses the system according to claim 1, further comprising 
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a content fusion engine, the fusion engine integrating related content received from 
collaborating sites with classified content, the fusion engine converting the fused 
content to a desired output format (see col. 10, lines 21-47). 

As per claim 3, Jamtgaard discloses the system according to claim 2, wherein the 
desired output format is selected from a group consisting of HTML, WML, XML, and 
PDF (see col. 4, line 58 to col. 5, line 6). 

As per claims 4 and 5, Jamtgaard discloses the system according to claim 2, further 
comprising: 

a network gateway (se fig. 2, element 14); 

a network management agent (appliance connection controller) (see col. 7, lines 13- 
47); and 

wherein the server appliance is coupled to the network management agent, the agent 
configured to redirect HTTP requests made to the content server to the appliance(see 
col. 7, lines 13-47). 

As per claim 6, Huang discloses the system according to claim 2, further comprising: 
a consortium of content sources (content sharing proxies) (see figs.1 and 4 and col. 3, 
lines 38-49 and col. 7, lines 22-42); 

a content category structure definition (see figs.1 and 4 and col. 3, lines 38-49 and col. 
7, lines 22-42). 
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a request for information protocol (see figs.1 and 4 and col. 3, lines 38-49 and col. 7, 
lines 22-42); 

wherein the content category structure definition comprises a format for categorizing all 
content sources collaborating in the exchange of content within the consortium(see 
figs.1 and 4 and col. 3, lines 38-49 and col. 7, lines 22-42). 

As per claim 7-8, Jamtgaard discloses the system according to claim 6, wherein the 
request for information protocol comprises a format for defining a structure that 
identifies valid content fields a content provider can be queried against in order to 
identify and recover content from a specific category categorized by the content 
category structure definition (see col. 6, lines 54-67). 

As per claim 9, Jamtgaard discloses a system for exchanging Web based content 
information between and among disparate and unrelated content sources, a method for 
collaborative exchange of related content, the method comprising: 
providing content through at least a web server, disposed at a facility, the facility 
belonging to a particular content provider(see fig. 4 and col. 6, lines 32-67); 
electronically disposing a server appliance between the web server and a wide area 
communication network, the appliance terminating a HTTP session directed to the web 
server and initiating a HTTP session with the web server as a substitute; and 
receiving content from the web server in response to the HTTP session initiated by the 
appliance(see fig. 4 and col. 7, lines 31-47); 
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converting received content to DOM(see fig. 6, and col. 9, lines 48-63); 
classifying content in accordance with XML recognition rules(see fig. 7, and col. 10, 
lines 21-47); and 

extracting content definition fields from classified content (col. 10, lines 21-47). 
Jamtgaard is silent regarding: requesting related content from collaborating sites. 
Huang discloses a collaborative proxy system including requesting related content from 
collaborating sites (i.e., collaborating content server) (see col. 3, lines 38-49). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the content collaboration mechanism as taught by Huang in order to 
facilitate document exchange among collaborating server. 

As per claim 10, Jamtgaard discloses the method according to claim 9, further 
comprising: requesting related content from collaborating sites, the requested content 
having content definition fields including values substantially the same as the extracted 
content definition fields (see col. 10, lines 48-56); and integrating related content 
received from collaborating sites with classified content (col. 10, lines 21-47). 

As per claims 11-12, Jamtgaard discloses the method according to claim 10, further 
comprising the step of converting the fused content to a desired output format, wherein 
the desired output format is selected from a group consisting of HTML, WML, XML, and 
PDF (see col. 4, line 58 to col. 5, line 6). 
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9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Salad E Abdullahi whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4009. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 5:00. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Ario Etienne can 
be reached on 571-272-4001 . The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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1 1 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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